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On equivalences of polarized partition relations

Joanna Jureczko

Abstract

The paper deals with two notions: polarized partition relations and
product of generalized strong sequences. Strong sequences were intro-
duced by Efimov in 1965 as a usefull tool for proving famous theorems
in dyadic spaces, i.e. continuous images of Cantor cube. In this paper
we introduce the notion of product of generalized strong sequences and
give pure combinatorial proof that existence of product of generalized
strong sequences is equivalent to polarized partition relations.

1 Introduction and historical background

The study of partition relations dates back to 30’ of the last century to
Ramsey’s paper [25] however the modern notation was introduced in [7]
by Erdos and Rado as the ordinary partition relations which concerned
partitions of finite subsets of a set of a given size and the polarized partition
relations which concerned partitions of finite subsets of products of sets of
a given size, (where size means the cardinality of a set or order type of an
ordered set. We will specify it in the concrete situations). The paper that
led to these results was published in 1942 by Erdés [6] in which the author
proved a generalized Ramsey theorem.

Papers that deserve attention in this topic are undoubtedly [8] 14, 27],
however, many new results have recently been proven. This shows that the
topic is extremely lively and still worth exploring.

Considering the main results of our paper, at this point we will focus
especially on the so-called polarized partition relations. In the papers that we
will quote below, the products of two sets are considered, e.g. two countable
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or two well ordered sets, of which at least one is countable. Particularly
noteworthy is the result of the paper [I] in which the authors prove that
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where k is weakly compact and in [26] for v < k and for k being singular
strong limit cardinal (of uncountable cofinality) which satisfies 2% > x* and
v < c¢f (k). This result belongs to Baumgartner and Hajnal, ([2]), and was

known before only in the case v < w.
In [13], Hajnal proved that for x being a measurable cardinal
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where n < w and o < k7.

In [I6], the author showed that if k<" = k and there is a k-dense ideal

on k then
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for all @ < k™. This is true for kK = w, (see [I]), or x being measurable, (see

[31)-

In [I2], the author proved the consistency of
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for each o € (k)*, where & is regular.
A lot of recent results have arisen with the assumptions of certain char-
acteristics of the continuum. Undoubtedly, the papers [10, 11] by Garti and

Shelah deserve attention on this topic. In [I0], the authors considered the
splitting number s (also as a singular number) and proved that
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In [11], the authors consider the consistency of ZFC with
< mnu > < mnu >
%
w w /,

for every cardinal invariant of the continuum. Some of their results are gen-
eralized to higher cardinals. More considerations in these directions one can



find in [9] in which Garti showed independence over ZFC of polarized par-
titions which were posed as Problem 15 in [§].

The next paper which is worth attention is [23] in which the authors
show other connections between cardinal invariants and polarized partition
relations.

In most of the results in the literature we deal with the product of two
sets and the partition into two colours. Few results touch upon the problem
of the partition into w colours, e.g. in [24] we have

()= (%)

Moreover, the results on the polarized partition relations are mainly based
on forcing methods, (see e.g. [9] 10, [11]).

In our paper we propose combinatorial methods of proving polarized
relations for the special kind of system of numbers. The methods presented
here rely a bit on methods presented in [19, 20]. In [19], it is proved that
the generalized Erdos-Rado theorem is equivalent to the existence of strong
sequences. (The notion of strong sequences was introduced by Efimov in
1965). In [20], the main theorem about generalized strong sequences was
proved.

Strong sequences were introducd in [4] by Efimov as a useful method for
proving famous theorems in dyadic spaces (i.e. continuous images of Cantor
cube). Among others, Efimov showed that there are no strong sequences in
the subbase of Cantor cube although it is still an open problem in which
spaces they exist. Our investigations in this topic presented in [I7, 18], 19l
20, 21] are concentrated around the possible consequences of the existence
of strong sequences in spaces (without specifying what kind of space it is
about).

In the current paper, the main result concerns proving that the product
of generalized strong sequences is equivalent to polarized partition relations.
We here intentionally omit polarized partition relations of the type

(5)-(3 %)

(for a given system of numbers «, 3,7,0,n, A) because it is the topic of our
next paper, ([22]), where the reader also can find more information about
previous results on strong sequences.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give basic definitions
needed in further parts of the text. In Section 3 we prove the theorem on



product of strong sequences. In Section 4 we prove the equivalence of The-
orem 1 with polarized partition relation.

In this paper we use standard notation and terminology. For definitions
and facts not cited here we refer the reader to [5] [15].

2 Definitions
In the whole paper we use Greek letters to denote cardinal or ordinal num-
bers, (which one we will mean at the particular parts will follow from the

context).

2.1. The polarized partition relation

a Bl m1,Mm2,...,Mn
«
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means that the following statement is true: for all sets A of cardinality ay,
(1 < k < n), and for every function

e [A1]™ X [Ag]™2 x .. X [A,]™ =y
there exist By C Ay of cardinality S, (1 < k < n), such that
c|([B1]™ x [Bg]™ X ... x [By]™)

is constant on some A < 7.
If mp =1,(1 <k < n) we will simply write

o1 b1
(0]

2 | B2
an Bn

Y

In the further parts of the paper we will consider infinite ag, S and -+,
(I1<k<n).

2.2. Let (X, k) be sets with two-placed relations rg, (1 < k < n).
In the whole paper we restrict our considerations to finite products of
sets, because we do not need more in this moment, but the results presented



in further parts of this paper can be generalized for infinite products, (with
extreme caution as is usual with infinite product operations).
Let |Xk| > kg, (1 <k < n). Let

X=X xXox..xX,

and K = K1 Ko ... Kp-

We say that a = (a1, a9, ...,a,) and b = (b1, ba, ...,b,) € X have a bound
iff there is ¢ = (¢, ¢2,...,¢,) such that (ag,cx) € rp and (bg,cx) € ri for
every 1 < k < n.

We say that A C X is kg-directed if every subset of Ay of cardinality
less than rj has a bound, (1 < k < n).

We say that A C X is k-directed if every subset of A of cardinality less
than x has a bound.

2.3. Let (X, r) be sets with relations r; and o and kg, (1 < k < n),
be cardinals. A sequence (H§)§<a of subsets of Xj is called a kj-strong
sequence iff

(1) Hg is Ky-directed for all £ < «

(2) Hé“ U Hfz is not kp-directed whenever & < ¥ < «, i.e. there exists
sz S [HJZ]<’% such that for any £ < v the set Hé“ U S{Z is not K-
directed. (Such a set sz is called (k,&,)-destroyer).

Let X and x be as in Section 2.2 and let H; = Hfl X Hg X ... X Hg A
sequence (H¢)e<q of subsets of X is called a product k-strong sequence iff

(3) H¢ is k-directed for all £ <

(4) He U Hy is not k-directed whenever < ¢ < a.

2.4. Let ® be an ordinal. A pair (F,G), where
F = (F,F, ... F,),

G = (G1,Ga,...,Gy)

and
Fy: Xk — 2q>

Gp:® — 2%k



is called a pair of twin functions iff for any k, (1 < k < n), and for any
a, B € ®if a < 8 then there is ap € Gi(«) such that g € Fi(ag).
A map

g =1(91,92, - 9n)
is called a selector of twin functions iff for any k, (1 < k < n), the functions
g A—> X, ACO
fulfill the following conditions:
(1) gr(e) € Gi(a) for any o € A,
(2) for any o, 5 € A, if @ < 3 then B € F(gi()).

3 Theorem on product x-strong sequences

Let 58 and 7 be cardinals. By 8 < 7 we denote 7 is strongly 5-inaccessible,
i.e B <7 and a* < 7 whenever a < 7 and A < 3.

The special case of the following theorem, (for k = 1), was proved in
[20]. (Theorem 1 with the very similar proof is also included in [22] but it is
shown here intentionally because [22] is yet before publication).

Theorem 1 Let n < w. For 1 < k < n let Bg, Nk, ki, kg be cardinals such

that w < B, < Mg, pe < Bry ke < 20%, 8= P1- P By = MM oo Ny £ =
K1 Ko+ .ot K and Bk, mr be requlars. Let X = X1 X Xo X ... X X, be a set
and | Xi| = g = kg If there exists a product k-strong sequence

{Ho € X:a <1},

where Hy = HY x H2 x ... x H? and |HF| < 2" for all a < 0, then there
exists a product k-strong sequence

{Ta:a < /8}
with |TX| < ky, for all a < B.

Proof. Fix n < w. Let {H,:a < n} be a product k-strong sequence.
Fix « and name it ag, (without the loss of generality one can assume that
ag = 0). For each k, (1 < k < n), consider a function

FE o\ {ao} — [HE <



such that f% (£) = Sk for some Sk € [HE |<Fr. Since |HE | < 2%, hence
|[HE ]<"*| < 2" < ny.. It means that f% determines a partition of n, \ {ao}
into at most 2#* < 7y, elements. The cardinal 7y, is regular, hence there exists
EZO € [HE ]<"* such that |( 50)_1(§ZO)] = 1. Let

Sk =Sk € [HE <™ [(f5) 7 (SE ) = m}
and let

AL, = (A, C m\oo):3(S%, € [HEJ<™) (f4)71(Sh,) = A%, and |45 | = ni}

@Q

be a family of pairwise disjoint sets.

Before the continuation of the proof we make the following observation.
By definition 2.3 for each o > g there exists a (k, ap, a)-destroyer. Since
we consider only k, (1 < k < n), some of them must occur at least [j-times,
(w < Br < n). Now, we are ready to continue the proof.

For every relevant k& we will construct inductively

a) an increasing subsequence {c:y < B} of elements of 7y,

b) families A5 = {Af C AL\ {a,}:3(S € [HE ™) (f5)71(S) =
Ay and [AL | =},

where

Fay A\ {an} — [HE ]

such that A € A’;%
ever g < Quy.
Assume that we have constructed increasing subsequence {a,:vy < B}
of n and families .AI;W as was done above.
Next, choose o > an,(a < 7;) such that there exists a (k, o, a)-
destroyer S*¥ € [HF]<f* and denote this a by as, where § = v + 1. For
each A’;W € Algw define a function

, and j"éf7 (&) = S for some (k, oy, ay)-destroyers, when-

o5t An, \ {as} — [Hg ]

such that fifé(ﬁ) = S(’féé for some (k, vy, a5)-destroyer S(’féé € [Hféé]’“k (and
any o, < ag). Since |H§6| < 2M0 <y and |A§7| = 1 the function f(fa
determines a partition of A’gw \ {as} into at most 2+ elements. Hence there
exists a (k, oy, as)-destroyer gié € [HE <% such that |( 56)_1(?;6)\ = N.
Let

Shy = (S, € [HYI™™*:(fa,) " (Sa)| = me}

7



and let

A= (AL, € AB \{as}:3(SE, € [HE <) (f5)7(SE,) = A, and A% | = )

s

be a family of pairwise disjoint sets.
If ¢ is limit, we consider

Fari ) As, \{as} — [Ha )<

p<y

for N p<ry A’géﬂ # (). (Note that we can always find such a non-empty intersec-

tion because at each step of the induction we divide each subset of A® s € Ak s
for § < By into pairwise disjoint sets and use elements (of cardinality 7) of
such obtained partition in the next step of induction). The induction step
is complete.

Now, define a sequence

To, =Ty, xTa x..x Ty
for all v < 8 in the following way:

T _ Sk e[H} J<% if 3k Sk €Sk
N PO]; € [H fév]<’f’c otherwise,

where Péf7 is arbitrarily chosen. Thus, we have defined at least one product
k-strong sequence {7, :a, < 3} of the required property.
Suppose now, that at least one of product x-strong sequences

{Ta«,: 0y < B}

has length ¢ > f, i. e. there exists k, (1 < k < n), which occurs ¢ times, i.
e. there is a sequence

{Sﬁy:aﬁ, < (}

such that Sﬁw € Sﬁy. By our construction, each Sf;i7 determines a set A €
AL such that |A| = mg. Let
Y

v = sup{|AJ: A € Agw,’y < (}.

Then, there would exist vy > 1 pairwise disjoint sets A € Aﬁw, where
|A| = ng. A contradiction. m



4 Main results

In this section we prove that Theorem 1 is equivalent to the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 2 Let n < w. For 1 < k < n let By, Nk, ki, ug be cardinals such

thatw gﬁk‘ <<77k‘7/~£k‘ <5k‘7"{k g 2Mk75:B1 52 '57“#:,“1 CU2 et U
and By, ni be requlars. Then

m B1
| B2 7
Tin Bn

n
i. e. for each colouring function c: X — p such that X = X1 x Xo X ... X X
with | Xg| = nr = kg there exists A = Ay X Ag X ... X Ay such that A C Xy,
with |Ag| = By and c=1(\) = A for some X\ < p, (c is constant on some set
A of cardinality 3 ).

For this purpose we use Theorem 3 (below) as an auxiliary result. Thus
the proving scheme will be as follows. We firstly show that Theorem 1 is
equivalent to Theorem 3 and secondly we show that Theorem 2 is equivalent
to Theorem 3.

Theorem 3 Let n < w. For 1 < k < n let Bg, Nk, ki, g be cardinals such

that w < By < M,y ik < Br, ke < 285, 8= 0182 ..o By =m1-m2+ ... N and
By be requlars. Let X = X1 x Xo x ... x X, be a set and |Xi| = nx > k.
If there exists a pair (F,G) of twin functions, where

F= (F17F27"'7Fn)7 G= (G17G27 7Gn)

and
FkZXk—>2n, Gk:T]—>2Xk

such that |Gi(a)| < 2M*% for every o < my, (1 < k < n), then there exists
a selector of twin functions g = (g1, g2, .-, gn) Such that gi: A — Xj with
A Cnand|A| = 8.

Proof. Fix n < w.

(Theorem 1 implies Theorem 3) Take a pair (F, G) of twin functions
such that |Gy ()| < 2# for any k, (1 < k < n). For any a < n, consider

HE = Gr(e) \ (Fr) ™ (e).



Notice that
{Hy: a0 < n}

is a product k-strong sequence. If not, then by definition 2.3 the set H, § UH fj
would be kp-directed for any a < v and any k, (1 < k < n). By definition 2.4
for all £ there exists a; € H§ such that v € Fy(ax). Hence aj, € (Fi)~(7)
for any k, (1 < k < n) which contradicts to definition of Hfj

By Theorem 1, there exists a product x-strong sequence

{Ty:a < B}

such that T € [H¥]<"*, (see the proof of Theorem 1), for any a < 3. For
any k, (1 < k < n), consider a function

gk:A — Xk

such that A C n,|A| = 8 and gi(a) € TF for any k, (1 <k < n), and a € A.
Obviously, gx(a) € Gk(a), hence condition (1) in definition 2.4 is fulfilled.
Moreover, by definition 2.4, since (F,G) are twin function we have that

v € Fi(gr(a))

for any o < «y and any k, (1 < k < n). Hence condition (2) of definition 2.4
is fulfilled.

(Theorem 3 implies Theorem 1) Assume that there exists a product
k-strong sequence
{Hy: a0 < 1}

such that |H| < 2 for any k, (1 < k < n). For any k, (1 < k < n), consider
the set

Ck ={T ¢ [HF<".TU Hg is not y-directed for any £ < a}.
By definition 2.3, C¥ # () for some k and a < 7. For such k consider
Dy, = {T:T € C* for some a < n}

and define a pair of functions F, G, where F' = (Fy, Fy, ..., F},), G = (G1, G2, ...,Gy)
and

Fy.: Dy, — 2" such that F(T) ={{ <n:T U Hg is not kg-directed}

Gr:n — 2P such that Gy(a) = CF.

10



We will show that (F,G) are twin functions.

Let o < 7. Then for some T € Gy («) the set T'U H,’Y€ is not ky-directed.
Hence v € Fj(T'). The deifinition 2.4 is fulfilled. By Theorem 3, there exists
a selector of twin functions g = (g1, g2, ..., gn) such that

gk:A — 'Dk

where A C n,|A| =pF an k, (1 < k < n).

By (1) in definition 2.4 and the above construction, gi(«) € Gi(«) for
any o € A, i.e. gp(a) = T for some T € C*. Hence |gi(a)| < k. Moreover,
since T € [HF]<"* the set gj(a) is kg-directed.

Now by (2) in definition 2.4, for v € A we have v € Fj(gx(a)). By
definition of Fj, the set g (a) U Hﬁ is not ky-directed for any vy € Fi(gx(v)).

Since each gj. determines some T' € [HE]<** of required properties hence
{g(a): a € A} is the required product k-strong sequence.

(Theorem 2 implies Theorem 3) Enumerate X; = {zF:a < .},
(1 < k < n). Let F,G be functions such that

F=(F,F,..,F,), G=(G,Gq,...Gy)

and
Fk:Xk — 27 Gk:n — 2Xk.

Without loss of generality we can assume that for any £ < n the the set
G (&) is of the form

Gr(§) = {=5(6):0 < M}
for some A\ < 2#k, Let X = X7 x Xo x ... x X, and

cX —p
be a colouring function such that if c(:E}Y(al),x?Y(ozg), oz (an)) = 7 then
oy, € Fk(a:f/(ak)) for some a,;,, > ay. It is easy to check that (F,G) are twin
functions.
By Theorem 2, there exists a set By x By X ... X B, = ¢~ !(v) for some
v < p and By C X}, such that |Bg| = S, (1 < k< n).
Consider a function gy: A — X} such that A C 5 and gp(a) = 2% (az)

v
for any oy € A. By the above construction, g is a selector of the twin func-

tions (F,G).

11



(Theorem 3 implies Theorem 2) Let X = X; x Xy x ... x X, and
X =
be a colouring function. For each v < p take ¢~!(y). Then

X ={A;: 4, =c(),y <n}

is a partition of X. We will show that there exists 79 < p such that |A, | = 3,
(i.e. ¢ is constant on some set A, |[A,| = 5, 70 < p).
In order to do this we will define functions

F=(F,F, .., F,), G=(G1,Gs,....G,)
such that for any &, (1 < k < n),
Fr: X — 27 Gk:n — 2Xk

and

Fk(a:lf/(ak)) = {am: o > oy, (w%(al),xi(ag), cnzy(an)) € Ay, arp <ag <<}

and

Grlag) = {a:f/(ak): (x,ly(al),a:%/(ag),...,a:i;(an)) €A, o <ay<..<op}

We will show that (F,G) are twin functions. To show this take xf‘j(ak) €
Gr(ag). Then (x,ly(al),:ngy(ag),...,:Efy‘(ozn)) € A,. Then oy, € Fk(:z:lf/(ozk)) for
any Qu, > .
By Theorem 3, there exists a selector of twin functions g = (91,92, .-, gn ),
where
gk: B — X,

B Cn,|B| = and gi(ax) = a:’fy(ak) for some v < p. It measn that for all
1,09, ..,0, € Bif a1 < ag < ... < ay, then (x,ly(al),:ngf(ag),...,:L"f‘/(ozn)) €
A,
Suppose that g(B) # A, for any v < u. Take

(x,ly(oq), $g/(012), oy (an)) € Ay,

where a1 < as < ... < a;, and

(25(B1), 25 (Ba), ... 3 (Bn)) € As,

12



where 81 < 2 < ... < B, and 7 # J. By definition 2.4, gi(ay) = xf‘j(ak)

and hence o, € Fi(gr(a)) for ey > ap and gx(Br) = 2%(Bk) and hence

Bm € Fr(gr(Br)) for B, > Pi. Now, if ay, < By, then oy, € Fi(gr(ag)) and
then

(g1(a1), g2(2), ..., gn (o)) € A,

and
(91(51)792(/82)7 7gn(5n)) S Ary.
But, if 8, < oy, then 3, € Fj(gr(8x)) and then

(91(a1), ga(@2), ... gn(an)) € As

and
(91(B1),92(B2), -+, gn(Bn)) € As.

Since A, N As = 0, whenever 7 # §, we obtain a contradiction.

Hence g(B) = A, for some 7y < p. To complete the proof it is enough
to show that gx(ax) # gx(Bk) for any k, (1 < k < n), whenever ay, # f.
Indeed. Consider the case o < v < Br < B If gr(ar) = gx(Br) then

€ Fr(gr(ak)) = Fi(gk(Br))

and
Bm € Fr(gr(ar)) = Fi(gk(Br))
which contradicts with definition 2.4. Thus [A,,| = 3. =

5 Results for singulars

Shelah, in [26], showed that

< KT > ( k+1 >
- )
K K
.
also holds for a singular strong limit cardinal x which satisfies 2% > k™ and
v < cf(k).
Also Theorem 1 and Theorem 3 can be proved for singular numbers with
using the appropriately modified proofs presented in Section 3 and Section 4.

We will therefore conclude the paper with formulating theorems analogous
to Theorem 1 Theorem 3 in the singular case.

Theorem 4 Let k be a natural number such that 1 < k < 2. Let B, Nk, Kk, bk,
be cardinals such that

13



w < B K Ny Pk < P, kg < 2HF,

B1, B2, m2 are singular
m=ny ,Ba=m, f=P+1
20k > BF e < cf (Br).

Let X = X1 x Xy be a set such that |Xy| = nx > kg and k = K1 - K2, =
n M2, B = P1 - Bo. If there exists a product k-strong sequence

{Ho € X <}

such that |HF| < 2M for all o < n then there eists a product k-strong
sequence

{Ta:a < /8}
with |TX| < ky, for all a < B.

Theorem 5 Let k be a natural number such that 1 < k < 2. Let By, Nk, K, tk,
be cardinals B = P1 - P2, n =11 12 and

o w< By Ly, p < By Kk < 20F,
o 31, 82,m2 are singular
em =15 ,0e=m, f=PFr+1
o 20 > BF e < of (B).
If there exists a pair (F,G) of twin functions, where

F=(F,F,. F,), G=(G,Gq,..G))

and
Fk:Xk — 21 Gk:n — 2Xk

and |Xg| = nk = ki such that |G(a)| < 2 for every o < n then there
exists a selector of twin functions g = (91,92), (9x: A — Xi), such that
A Cnand|A| = 8.
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